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1. Introduction
In the RAN1 #84bis meeting, agreement was reached on the large scale channel model [1, 2]. The calibration campaign has since started. In this contribution we provide our large scale calibration results and compare it with the mean results of the other companies included in the email discussion [84b-16] [3].
2. Large scale calibration results  
The detailed large scale calibration assumptions are listed in appendix, three Scenarios (UMa, UMi-Street Canyon, and Indoor-office) and three carrier Frequencies (6 GHz, 30 GHz, and70GHz) are calibrated for the large scale results. The following metrics are computed: 1) Coupling loss, 2) Geometry without white noise (SIR), and 3) Geometry with white noise (SINR). The mean results are obtained by averaging the results from 17 companies (Huawei, CATT, ITRI, LGE, InterDigital, CHTTL, Samsung, Intel, Sharp, CATR, ZTE, Ericsson, NTT DOCOMO, Nokia, Qualcomm, Xinwei and CMCC) and are shown as dashed-line, while our results are shown as solid lines. We made the following assumption regarding the O-to-I parameters:

	High or low loss
	din
	O-I penetration loss deviation

	UE-specific
	UE-specific
	Link-specific


Table 1. O-to-I parameter assumptions.

2.1. Coupling loss 
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Figure 1. CDF of coupling loss in UMa.
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Figure 2. CDF of coupling loss of UMi-street canyon.
[image: image3.jpg]COF (%)

CDF of Coupling loss in Indoor-office

100

WF

80

70

60

a0t

30

20+

T T

Indoor-6G-lenovo
Indoor-6G-mean
Indoor-30G-lenovo
Indoor-30G-lenovo
Indoor-70G-lenovo |
Indoor-70G-mean

Q
-110

~100 -90 -80 70
Coupling Loss (dB)

-60

-40 -30




Figure 3. CDF of coupling loss of indoor-office.
2.2. SIR 
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Figure 4. CDF of SIR of UMa.
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Figure 5. CDF of SIR of UMi-street canyon.
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Figure 6. CDF of SIR of indoor-office.
It is interesting to note that the distribution of SIR is relatively insensitive to carrier frequencies. 
2.3. SINR 
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Figure 7. CDF of SINR of UMa.
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Figure 8. CDF of SINR of UMi-street canyon.
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Figure 9. CDF of SINR of indoor-office.
3. Conclusions
In this contribution, we compared the large scale channel model simulations results at 6GHz, 30GHz and 70GHz.  are given for large scale calibration. It can be seen that our results match very well with the average results from 16 other companies. We therefore make the following proposal:
Proposal: To include the large scale calibration results from all the companies in TR38.900. 
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